This article discusses the penetration of communication technologies in communication and social behavior patterns of rural and urban communities. The Internet was not able to erode the sense of nationalism and replace it with global values. This study also illustrates the effective communication with family, neighbors, or friends through social media in both urban and rural. An analysis shows that the internet does not affect prosocial attitudes, in traditional, moderate, and modern societies in urban and rural communities. Furthermore, face to face communication is still reliable when communicating within the family. Communication technology helps to communicate outside the family, such as a neighbor or friend. It is also suggested social media less capable of enabling a fully functioning society.
In the past, mass media research evolved primarily to examine how mediated messages affect large audiences. The general arguments for a merger of mass and interpersonal research approaches, advocates have argued that new communication technologies have the potential to merge the very processes conventionally considered as pertaining to mass communication or interpersonal communication and that the merger of processes demands the merger of approaches in order to understand such phenomena. Cathcart and Gumpert (1994) initial exploration into the mass/personal merger led them to speculate about a "new typology" they termed "mediated interpersonal communication," which they defined as "any person-to-person interaction where a medium has been interposed to transcend the limitations of time and space".
Likewise, O'Sullivan (2005) , divides a type of communication-based on media channel is not relevant. The presence of the masspersonal communication makes communications that are interactional increasingly significant. The underlying assumption is that distinction between mass and personal communication is no longer clear since the same technologies can be and are used for both purposes. Luders (2008) prefers the term 'media forms' which refers to specific applications of the technology of the internet, such as online news, social networking, etc. Meanwhile, the actors involved to build mutual significance and influence one another (West & Turner, 2013) . Foulger (2004) said that communication model is transaction negates the label senders and receivers, but a participant or communicator is the producer and receiver of the message. Internet is very possible interactions that occur despite the communication processes that occur are asynchronous. Internet-mediated communication does not necessarily negate face to face communication. Rather, CMC transform social interactions, identity, relationships, and communities (Thurlow et al., 2004, p. 2) . Internet facilitates the intermediation of social communication, digitize and transmit messages (Paunsdorf, 2015) .
Family Communication Patterns
The family is a fundamental social group in society, who share goals and values, have long-term commitments to one another and reside usually in the same dwelling. The family is also the primary environment for children to learn the norms, values, social system, and culture. The quality of relationships within the family of imaging individual quality, the quality of family function to image how the functions of society as a whole. The scholars argue that a grand theory of family communication is Family Communication Pattern Theory (FCPT), where to describe a pattern or practice of communication in the family, illustrates the process of giving meaning psychosocial as well as the process of forming social realities between family members (Koerner & Schrodt, 2014) . Almost 50 years ago, McLeod and Chaffee (1972) were developed the theory of family communication, in which the initial interest research the family interpret the messages of mass communication.
FCPT later revised by Fitzpatrick and Ritchie (1994) , became the Revised Family Communication Pattern Theory (RFCPT) by introducing the concept of Conversation Orientation (Orientation Discussion) and Conformity Orientation (Orientation Conformity). Orientation Discussion enhance the concept of "concept orientation" FCPT, which is a basic concept in psychology that refers to a situation in which two or more individuals focused on a specific object and to build confidence and behavior of the object (Koerner & Schrodt, 2014) . Discussions orientation is a pattern in which family members can be involved in the interaction or the broad topic of conversation. In this dimension, the family members are free and open to interact without time limits or the topics discussed. They freely share opinions, ideas, thoughts, feelings for each other. All decisions are joint decisions, not the result of the dominance of one party only.
The type of communication patterns, both parents and children open to each other and influence each other in decision making in family discussions (Fitzpatrick & Kroener, 2002) . Meanwhile, Orientation Conformity enhance the concept of "socio-orientation" FCPT which refers to the condition of the family members have understanding and agreement on the opinion of one member of the family, without any discussion beforehand (Koerner & Schrodt, 2014) . Families with types of communication such as this aim to find common ground, attitudes, and beliefs. This pattern of families with a focus on harmony, lack of conflict, as well as the interdependence between family members. This communication describes the adherence of children to parents. Generally, kids follow what is believed by their parents.
An attractive statement by Galvin and Wilkinson (2000) rather than dwell extensively on topics reflected in a strong promise of further development, this exploration focuses on emerging areas in need of increased attention from communication-oriented scholars. The communication-related concerns faced by 21st-century family members reflects (a) informed speculation about the future, (b) predictions of family life in the future, and (c) current cutting-edge explorations of family interactions. Kroener and Fitzpatrick (2002) classifies four types of family based on the orientation. Consensual. Characteristics of family communication, on the one hand, seek mutual agreement and maintains the hierarchy of family members, while on the other hand there is an interest to have a dialogue between family members and explore new ideas, the character of this communication is known as deliberation. Pluralistic. Family type in which the orientation of the discussion is high but low conformity orientation. Communication happens in this type of family is very open. Parents tend not to control children. The focus of family communication is an independent opinion and communication skills of children. Protective. Family type in which the orientation of the discussion was low and the high conformity orientation. This type of family adherence and uphold family values. Parents tend to type family as a decision maker, not children. Children are not given the freedom to express his opinion to the parents. Laissez-faire. Family type in which the orientation of the discussion and the orientation of the low conformity. This type of family member infrequently dialogue. Parents tend to believe that family members can take decisions independently. Kids are not promised to be independent and open in conveying ideas, even less likely to foster harmonious relations in the form of interaction with parents (Anna, 2012).
The pattern of family communication was developed based on the theory of interpersonal relationships schemes initiated by Badlwin (1992) and Fletcher (1993) , as well as cognitive schemes (Kroener & Fitzpatrick, 2002) . The underlying assumption is that humans are social beings who have social cognitive. Schemes this relationship has a strong influence on the process of encoding and decoding information, the evaluation process, and inference, memory storage process will be social events, information seeking behavior, and ultimately their interpersonal behavior.
The study adopts the revised instrument family communication pattern theory (Kroener & Fitzpatrick, 2002) . With this, the study reveals the types of families, the tendency of communication behavior, and character of the people in the era of communication technology. A similar study conducted by van Rompaey et al. (2002) , to see the trend of family communication patterns of society, both traditional, moderate, and modern. Is the integration of communications technologies have an impact on patterns of communication within the family? Are parents who adopt the technology has a pattern of consensual communication with their children? Meanwhile, parents who do not adopt the technology, whether it has a pattern of communication that is both protective of their children?
In scholars circles, many studies show that the development of ICT impact on the family. There are two types of ass.ccsenet.org Asian Social Science Vol. 13, No. 2; 2017 processes in the adoption or the domestication of technology in the family, namely: 1) the process of changing the meaning of the influence of ICT, and 2) a cultural change as well as patterns of interaction within the family (Mesch, 2006) . The new technology does not replace old technology, but the perception or the meanings of old media-shifted (Neustaedter et al., 2013) . Meanwhile, the technology is also changing patterns of family communication, which previously relied on face to face communication or telephone, then rely on mediated communication internet for much more effective and cost less, especially for families separated geographically (Carvalho et al., 2015) .
Several academics reveal the challenges faced by families when adopting communication technology. Technology has merged the boundaries between public space with the privacy of the family room. The Internet brings challenges for family time. Kids increasingly isolated because of access to the Internet more than communicate directly with parents or other family members. Another challenge is the parents feel a loss of control over the information accessed or distributed by children through the internet in which the use of the Internet itself increasingly mobile internet data plans and devices more affordable. Based on studies conducted by Mesch (2006) , the main source of conflict within the family as a result of the Internet is likely related to 1) the perception that teenagers over a computer expert than his parents; 2) regulations of parents about internet usage time; 3) parent concerns on the negative consequences of internet on a child; and 4) the ability of computers to parents.
This study to find the comparison of the pattern of face to face communication and technology-mediated communication patterns (duration and frequency) -especially with family members -the tendency of the family based on the type of instrument Kroener and Fitzpatrick (2002) . Besides, that describe the practical behavior or communication, the tendency of giving meaning to the process of psychosocial and the process of forming social realities between family members.
Technology, Identity and Behavior
Information and communication network infrastructure is much more influential on social and personal life, known as the information superhighway (van Dijk, 2006, p. 2) . The interaction between media and social environment is key in obtaining a complete understanding of the role of media in the lives and the effects of media on the way we think, act, and communicate. The impact of Internet use has been studied by Orlean and Laney (2000) . His research is placed within the context of the use of internet and social impact of the internet in real life or off-line. He introduced two different viewpoints on the relationship between Internet usage with social interact, namely: zero-sum and nonzero-sum. Zero-sum viewpoint assumes that Internet use reduces the chance of the public to maintain interpersonal relationships in particular and social interaction in general. Conversely, the viewpoint of a nonzero-sum assumes that the use of the Internet expands and increases the chance of social interaction. From this standpoint, the activity in the virtual space does not conflict with the activity in the real world (real space) but rather complement and strengthen social relations (social capital). Social networking contributing to the creation of cooperation, attitude formation voluntariness, and share information. This is the basic nature of the characteristics of social capital (Orlean & Laney, 2000) . For instance, formation voluntariness and facilitated by the internet is a political event indicates that the media has the power to create a voluntary action that leads to social integration, group cohesiveness and culminates in the revolution.
Methodology
This study aims to explore patterns of communication and social behavior urban and rural society in the era of Information and Communication Technology. The research was conducted through survey method in order to obtain a description of the use of communication devices; a pattern of face to face communication and mediated communication technologies; and perceptions of national identity and social behavior in the digital era.
Population and Sampling Methods
A fundamental of representativeness and randomness at the national level must be met. Furthermore, in order to estimate the error as small as possible and the necessary analysis can still be done in accordance with the purpose of the research, the sample size should be sufficient. The term simply refers to the number of samples, while the 
Social Behavior Patterns
The pattern of social behavior was measured by national identity and pro-social behavior. National identity consists of nationalism-collectivism (co. Proud as Indonesian, gotong royong, and the unity and integrity), as well as the perception of individualism (co. Altruistic self). The study found that people who have a high penetration communication technology (modern society/information) would have a high nationalism-collectivism high. While people with low penetration of communication technologies (traditional communities) have an attitude of nationalism-collectivism category enough. It can be presumed that the instrument used to measure national identity a different meaning to the national identity of traditional community group. Modern society groups assess that the technology has the potential to make a person more concerned with self-interest than others. Traditional communities appraise that the technology enough to make a person more concerned with his own ego. Interestingly, people who are in transition from traditional to modern society, thus assume that the technology did not make people more concerned with their own interests.
Dimensions prosocial behavior for modern society, moderate, and is quite traditional both offline and online. This means that the majority of residents are encouraged to help others because of sympathy, not requested in advance. Predisposing prosocial behavior towards the use of communications technology category fair. This means that prosocial behavior is not influenced by the medium used, either offline or online. Prosocial behavior is an appreciation of values and norms in the community.
Conclusion
This article is focused to investigate patterns of communication. It was found that the intensity of face to face communication is still dominant in the family compared to other social environments, such as neighbors, friends at work or at school. All of which have a duration of face to face communication is quite low. While the frequency and duration of face to face communication with community leaders a formal, non-formal and followed quite low.
Community groups traditional (lower penetration of communication technology) has a duration of face to face communication which is quite low in the neighborhood of family members at home. Meanwhile, moderate society and modern society (communication technology penetration is quite high) tend to be oriented in the building or in a relationship when communicating face to face with the family. This means that the frequency and duration of face to face communication is high. For comparison, both traditional societies, moderate, modern and have a face to face communication patterns oriented at leisure when talking with neighbors around the house. When compared to face to face communication patterns between urban and rural communities, urban communities more dominant finding or maintaining a relationship (relationship) either with family or neighbors. Instead, villagers are more predominant orientation of withdrawal means that the frequency and duration of face to face communication either with the family or neighbors carried quite low. The majority of people in the urban and rural utilize devices to facilitate interpersonal communication. It can be seen from the frequency of the use of communications technology is quite high, despite the short duration of the conversation. Other uses are to build a communication network with its neighbors.
According to the type of family communication patterns by Kroener and Fitzpatrick (2002) , dominated consensual, ie dialogical communication between parents and children well established, but parents remain in control as decision makers in the family. It was also found the type of the urban family communication is protective than the rural community was consensual. In terms of the penetration of the technology, there is a tendency where people moderate (the transition to a modern society) tend to be more protective than the traditional and modern societies. Meanwhile, modern society (high penetration of communication technology) tend to be more consensual than traditional community and moderate. The high penetration of communications technology in the family, not necessarily the intensity reduce face to face communication and the relationship between parents and children. Interestingly, parents who have the potential and open to communication technology (moderate community) it is relatively less discussed with children. In terms of the intensity and duration of face-to-face communication with family, the protective family type is more dominant in the frequency and duration (relationship orientation), and the type of family communication consensual usually issue contextual orientation.
The development of communications technology so rapidly does not affect the level of nationalism-collectivism. ass.ccsenet.org Asian Social Science Vol. 13, No. 2; 2017 The survey found that people who have a high penetration communication technology actually have an attitude of collectivism high-nationalism as well, although there is a trend increasingly individualistic. While traditional communities and moderate assume that the technology did not make people more individualistic. Traditional communities, moderate, and modern shows considerable predisposition prosocial behavior. This means that the prosocial attitudes are not influenced by offline or online medium.
The findings of this study is that face to face communication is still reliable when communicating in the family.
There is a tendency that interpersonal communication replaces the communications technology to the social environment outside the family (e.g neighbors). However, the penetration of communication technology does not necessarily change the type of family communication. This study recommends that public communications strategy parent segment. In urban areas, the direction of public communications strategy aimed to encourage parents to build a dialogical communication in finding solutions to problems in families with family members, including children. In the rural area, the direction of public communications strategy to strengthen the role of parents in guiding children. The role of parents is very significant in growing socialization of children with the environment.
